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its members to attempt to palm upon them such lame excuses,
and, at the same time, wondrous faith in their gullibility.
For the zeal and ability which you so unweariedly display in the
cause of medical reform, permit me to take this opportunity of
rendering you my hearty thanks, and may success attend your
efforts. I remain, Sir, very faithfully yours,
ARTHUR H. HASSALL.
Norland Villa, Kensington, Sept. 29th, 1845.
OPERATION FOR CATARACT.
To the Editor of THE LANCET. j
SIR,-There is a letter in this day’s LANCET, from Mr. ’Orwin, of
Worcester, describing an instrument for extracting loose portions ’,
of opaque capsule from the eye. This instrument appears to be
precisely of the same construction as one which was made for me,
about a month ago, by Mr. Weedon, of Hart-Street, Bloomsbury.
I have no wish to dispute with Mr. Orwin about " priority of
discovery;" the merit of priority of publication (which is almost
as important in matters of this sort) belongs to him already.
Similar difficulties have suggested to us similar contrivances.
Your obedient servant, JAMES DIXON.
Asistant-Surgeon to the London Ophthalmic.Hospital.
[Mr. Dixon has sent us the instrument in question, which an-
swers in every respect the description given.-ED.]
DIVISION OF FEES FOR ATTENDING THE MID-
WIFERY PATIENTS OF OTHER SURGEONS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,-A correspondent in your Journal some time since com-
plained of the conduct of two medical gentlemen, to whom he had
sent his card, for the purpose of inducing them to attend a
patient for him, who was in labour. Surely one or other of them
should have gone, for the sake of the woman, even if he had not
known the medical man whose card was sent to him. Occa-
sionally, half the fee has been offered me by the family medical
attendant, which I have taken, or declined, according to the time
occupied in attendance. In all instances, I gained, I believe, the
good opinion of the gentlemen for whom I attended. Like
your correspondent I, could make several complaints of a similar
nature. A patient, living two miles distant, was taken in labour,
without any of the premonitory symptoms to which on former
occasions she had been accustomed and even before the husband
could have reached my house it was deemed necessary to send
for nearer aid. On arriving, I found the nurse was dressing the
infant, and the patient in a state of syncope from loss of blood,
the medical man having left immediately after the expulsion of
the placenta. Having remained with her nearly two hours, I
went to the residence of the medical man who had attended, to
thank him for his kindness, and offer him half the fee. He was
from home. Promising to call on the following day, I begged
that my patient might be visited on the same evening, as, during
my stay, she had suffered much from haemorrhage. The assistant
said that the wish should be complied with. Yet the patient was
not seen again that night, although the distance was within two
minutes’ walk. Next day I found her in tears. The nurse said
that the medical man alluded to, had paid a visit just before my
arrival, and left word that there was no occasion for my calling
upon him again, as he considered her to be his patient; that he
should continue to attend her during the usual time, and send her
medicine, and expect to be paid the whole fee; and that he never
divided his fees with medical men. Calling again upon him, I
asked him if this was true? He replied, " Yes." -I confessed
that I had never met with such conduct before, during thirty
years. I then offered him half-a-guinea, saying that I would pay
him his fee. He observed, angrily, 
 My fee is a guinea."-
" Excuse me," I replied; " ’ ’Midwifery fee, ten-shillings-and-six-
pence,’ is conspicuous enough, on the back of your desk, in gold
letters."-" That," said he, " is my charge for poor women."-
" My patient is far from being rich," I replied. I afterwards thought
the man sufficiently punished, by the husband refusing, at my
request, to give him more than half-a-guinea, which at length he
accepted, together with his charge for medicine.
I think, Sir, it is high time that a proper understanding existed
among those of the profession who practice the obstetric art; not
only for their own sakes, but for women and their offspring, whose
lives are placed in jeopardy by the present condition of affairs.
We know that the engaged accoucheur cannot always be in readi-
ness when called upon to attend; or if he be, he may be unable to
accomplish the distance to be travelled in time to render aid. In
such case, it is natural for the anxious attendants to obtain the
assistance of the nearest medical man, who may refuse to attend
unless some responsible person becomes answerable for payment.
No one, I presume, would refuse to leave his home for &deg;‘ half an
hour," if he knew he would receive half the fee. I hope some one
else will take up this subject, and that you, Sir, will, at your leisure,
(if leisure you have any), use your powerful pen, to induce medi-
cal men to consent to divide the midwifery fee with those who
attend for them.
I would also suggest, that if any one, in future, insists on
robbing the engaged medical attendant of the whole of the fee,
the name of the individual should be made public.
I am, Sir, your obedient servant,
J. H. TUCKER.
38, Berners Street, London.
P. S.-Since the above was written and forwarded, I find you
have inserted a letter from Mr. Breary, of Great Portland-street,
stating the conduct of Mr. Elkins towards him, with reference to
two of his midwifery patients. A part of my subject is a com-
plaint against a medical man, who behaved towards me in the
same manner. I wrote my letter to you in consequence of one
which appeared in the Number for May 24th, commencing, " At-
tendance of one Surgeon for another," and signed, " T." My
object is to promote, if possible, a better feeling between medical
men who may be called upon, in cases of emergency, to act for
others. Let a division of the fee take place in all such cases,
unless it is previously agreed upon by friends to officiate in
another’s absence, for friendship’s sake, or to cancel an obligation.
I have no doubt, if this understanding were universal, that no
medical man would be the loser in the end; and it is quite certain
that the female portion of the community would be placed in a
much safer position, as regards both mind and body. They would
feel assured that, if their " own Doctor" was not to be found, in
the last extremity, another would be sure to come to their aid.
How is this good to be effected? Let members of the medical
profession, in any locality residing, who are interested in this
branch of the art, meet together, discuss the subject, pass some
appropriate resolutions, and make them known to the medical
world. If it be needful, on their part, to carry the matter farther,
I have no doubt that plenty of medical practitioners, in other
places, would follow the example, especially after having suffered
like Mr. Breary and myself.
Seot. 20th, 1845.
"LABORIOUS LABOURS."
JOHN HALL DAVIS, M.D.
To tlie Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,-Having read the courteous reply of Mr. Craig, of Paisley,
in your last week’s LANCET, to my comments on his strictures
upon a forceps case published by me some time ago (Dec. 7th,
1844), I would request him to take that part of the extract which
he made from my reply to him, and which relates to the point at
issue, in the sense which is fully implied in my communication,
but from which, by an inadvertence, tt single word was omitted.
Thus, instead of " in the absence of fever or inflammation," read
" in the absence of fever, inflammation, or plethora." The cases
which I annexed, upon the influence of local and general plethora
in the production of protracted labour, plainly show that I appre-
ciate the cause of difficulty to which Mr. Craig has so ably
alluded, in his interesting and very practical communications to
THE LANCET; and that I have a due sense of the value of the
treatment to which he refers. I am quite prepared, therefore, to
approve, to the fullest extent, so very intelligible a mode of pro-
cedure, one of which I have long since seen the most wonderful
effects in shortening the sufferings of the parturient patient, upon
many occasions. In the statistics of my practice in the Royal
Maternity Charity, which I shall publish upon a future occasion,
it will be seen that I think it right to employ the forceps upoo.
rare occasions only. The case which I detailed in the above-
named number of your Journal was one of the few in which I
would employ that power. Let not Mr. Craig then suppose,
which he seems to do, that I have at all endeavoured to invalidate
his judicious remarks upon the principle for which, in my opi-
nion, he has so properly contended; far from it; I acknowledge
it to the full; all I would maintain is, that the patient whose case
was alluded to, being of spare habit, and not plethoric, was
delivered of her child (living and safely) by the forceps, the
abstraction of blood being contra indicated,. because their applica-
tion was deemed preferable to all other modes of delivery, the insuf-
ficiency of the natural powers to effect the birth had been well
ascertained, and a further delay, besides endangering the mother,
must have ended in the sacrifice of the child’& life.. I am, Sir, &c.,
Oct. 6th, M45.
